12/9/63 


Osvda.Ld lit. di3t;.*u>U i-otage, 

l f Bl f BS a a Aic.g 

Jeer ,'aul, 

fter breakfast end before getting into tie more pres inc work, ’ve been 
glancing through tne - rintout nr tee F? CO file, 1 come to the duplication of the 
12/3/03 Brown (FBI) report of hie interview with w otax Corporsn end note what I 
do not recall from other reports end whet addresses an apparent mystery 1 faced 
in tracing the history of this f-^tegs >.nd its copyin in various forms. I Quote 
tae beginning of the second per® graph: 

”M!T. am r TuK stated that single-frame prints were made of parts of tae 
silent film wnetx sv,o in was distributing leaf sets end these rints have already 
been furnished to tlis FBI enci tne Secret service, me stated fust # sixxxx 
ciu ■ i ic&te print of tne silent film of 'Sh.aD attributing leaflets hau teen 
furnished to tae Secret Service. **0 said ae was arranging through his film stafl 
to nave a copy of all three films clips made today for tas FBI . , •" 

This pretty clearly states several things: that the three films were 
not made into one until .12/3/63, and that ;01U a ad, in fact, done tne printing ot 
the stills for tae feebe&s. 

Without cheeking back on your interview with Hush, 1 think this 
also corroborates waet led me to ask you to interview him, my belief he had done 
it. Nov: this should ' mean there remain, somewhere, unless thrown away, mislaid cr 
taken, tne negatives fro which these prints were made. 

1 • inn, ••••hen I can, t- write the 33 and Planer, f-r I caw none in the 
rc hives I can identify '-s these origin-. Is end lsner seemed 't-> t ain't the feds 
had done their own printing. 

On tne ifCC file: did you aefce en inventory of it* 

Java you over made s list of the 33 controls -nd which we neve* 

At least for tne time being, i’ll keep tills file entirely together, 
then - iii-v. a chance to go over it carefully isnu in tas casual uxuaiinstion one of 
the provocative things I’ve notices is that the uigiey ti/16/63 report of uis 
earlier interview with Oswald seems to be deBruey’s repetition of it rsther then 
the originel). I’ll card each item separately, ibis will be ? l»rg--- job, and if 
you’ve done it in say f-ra, much time would be saved, i-uch o’ it is ffcmi liar , but 
x cr. not certain that 11 fmilier items are identical with «?h*t ' asve/ have seen. 

Tae S3 transcription of tne "debate" ao.es hav the accurate ve • aion 
of Oawsid saying hs m ’’ under the protection' ot the government end then 
correcting it (from 0P;8?:23S. 

Also included is 3s -ont 703, wuich lead to ay asking you to see Hush. 
In this context, tue summary (also -k320) leaves no doubt of .ay interpretation: 

T. ho to graphs sfxisaaiisHa a. d film clips of Oswald and two other 
subjects passing cut... were obtained...” The film uss not then (before 12/2) 
spliced into a single reel, and the photographs were provided by the stations. 

On the things 1 should have noted before and didn’t: CR126 (pose 
12/6/63 FBI iieraandez report, is foreshortened and says he shotted IliO 12/9 " 
was passing tae international A rade fisrt" , Not on venal. 

Hurriedly, ii?; 


75), 
es he 



